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Some million and a half Iranian
Americans now live here in the United
States. Many had fled the country or
emigrated since the Iranian revolution.
Like the many other ethnic minorities
who make up our country, that is a
special strength for the long term.
Families should be able to go back and
forth. Iranians should be able to visit
their families here.

So I conclude, Mr. Speaker, by just
saying that the time has come to at
least begin to agree to communicate so
that differences that we have can be
brought to the table, and I think it will
make for a better world and a better
Mideast and more of a resolve to have
peace on our planet.

———

U.S. POLICIES RESTRICT GROWTH
OF CERTAIN EXPORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, one of the most important
issues we face as a country and will
continually face is the issue of eco-
nomic growth, basic prosperity, cre-
ating an economy where all of our con-
stituents can have good jobs that last
and enable them to take care of them-
selves and their family.

We must always be thinking of ways
to increase economic growth, to in-
crease economic prosperity to provide
those jobs. I think that is one of those
basic and fundamental services that I
think of myself providing for the peo-
ple I represent in the 9th District of
the State of Washington, is to try to
help do what we can to encourage a
strong economy, and one of the corner-
stones of a strong economy is exports.

In order to create a possibility for
economic growth, we have to have a
strong export market, and a few basic
facts make this point clear. Ninety-six
percent of the world’s population lives
outside of the United States. But de-
spite the fact we only make up 4 per-
cent of the world’s population, we con-
sume 20 percent of the world’s goods
and services and products.

So we can basically look at those fig-
ures and realize that if we are going to
have economic growth, it is probably
going to have to occur outside of the
United States. We are going to have to
do something to get access to that 96
percent of the world that does not live
here.

There is massive potential for growth
in those markets for all of our prod-
ucts. Technology products, goods, serv-
ices, you name it, exports are an in-
credible possibility for growth. Cur-
rently we have a number of policies in
the U.S. that restrict the ability of
those exports to grow, and that is what
I want to address the House about
today.

Now, there are some very good rea-
sons for why these restrictions on ex-
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ports exist. Unfortunately, as times
have changed, those reasons are no
longer valid, so it is very important
that we reexamine our policy of re-
stricting exports. And there are two
that I want to touch on today. One is
unilateral economic sanctions, and the
second is restrictions that we police on
the exportation of certain tech-
nologies, certain software and certain
computers.

When we look at the issue of unilat-
eral economic sanctions, it is impor-
tant to first look at why we do it. We
do it because we want to change the
policies of other countries, policies
that we are absolutely right in con-
demning and wanting to change, poli-
cies such as restrictions on religious
freedoms, restrictions on democratic
freedoms, restrictions on economic
freedoms, and basic human rights con-
cerns.

Unilateral economic sanctions are
perceived as one way to get other coun-
tries to change those policies. But the
problem is we live in a global economy,
and in a global economy a unilateral,
which means only us, the U.S., placing
export restrictions on our companies
doing business with other countries,
does not get us there because those
other countries have dozens of other
options. They can go to other countries
and get their goods and services else-
where, and all that happens is that we
lose market share and those policies
that we are concerned about do not
change.

Economic sanctions, in order for
them to work, must be multilateral in
order for them to have full impact. I
brought a chart with me today to show
my colleagues, in red, the countries
that we have placed some sort of eco-
nomic restriction on. In other words,
these are countries that there are some
sort of restrictions on U.S. companies
exporting to them. These are markets
that we are shutting off or reducing ac-
cess to for U.S. companies.
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Mr. Speaker, the important point
here is it just does not work. If it
worked, if we could actually change
human rights policy, change democ-
racy policy, change economic repres-
sion through a policy of unilateral eco-
nomic sanctions, certainly it would be
worth doing it, but it does not work.
We need to reexamine that policy.

Mr. Speaker, we have a bill in the
House to do that sponsored by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DOOLEY),
who spoke earlier on this issue. I think
it is critical that we support that.

On technology, we restrict it for a
slightly different reason. We restrict it
for national security concerns. Per-
fectly valid concerns, but the question
is: Do our restrictions on encryption
software and computers actually help
national security? I would argue, first,
that they do not and, second, that they
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actually hurt our national security in-
terests.

This technology is not something we
can put our arms around. It is growing
so fast and in so many countries other
than the U.S. We are not the only ones
making encryption software in com-
puters. Other countries are doing it.
Therefore, these countries that we
want to restrict access to will get ac-
cess to it anyway. All we will do is hurt
our own companies and hurt their abil-
ity to grow.

This is not a choice between com-
merce and national security. In fact, I
would argue that our national security
could be best enhanced by opening up
these markets to our U.S. technology
companies so that U.S. technology
companies can continue to be the lead-
ers in technology and, therefore, share
that technology with our national se-
curity interests. We are not going to be
able to get the sort of interplay back
and forth between the private sector
and our defense companies if Germany
or Canada or any number of other
countries suddenly is out in front of us
in technology. We will lose our na-
tional security edge.

So, paradoxically, the policy of re-
stricting the ability of our technology
companies to have access to other mar-
kets for goods like computers and
encryption software winds up harming
our national security policies.

The world has changed. It is global,
and technology is very accessible. We
need to reexamine old policies that no
longer accomplish what they set out to
do.

——————

ADMINISTRATION SHOULD CALL
ON OUTSIDE COUNSEL TO HELP
DEVELOP BALKAN STRATEGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ex-
press concern over the conditions in
the Balkans. I am particularly con-
cerned with the continued deteriora-
tion in the lives of ethnic Albanian ref-
ugees ripped from their homes in
Kosovo at the direction of Serbia Presi-
dent Milosevic. I have been concerned
enough to visit this troubled region
twice in the past 2 months. I watched
conditions get worse and worse and
worse. Reports indicate that half a mil-
lion refugees have fled Kosovo for Al-
bania, Macedonia, Montenegro, with
many more than that uprooted and
hiding in terror in Kosovo. And the free
world has found no way to stem this
fall into despair for over a million men,
women and children.

Relief efforts are underway to help
the refugees. Mr. Speaker, while it may
be too late and too little, help is begin-
ning to be provided. But nothing has
worked to date to overturn the root
cause. Milosevic has campaigned to
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